
THE COURTS.
Fifth Day of the Trial of Mayor Hall

for Misfeasance in Office.

1 SESSION OF LEGAL ARGUMENT.

Mr. Hall Willing to Submit the Case to the
Jury on the Evidence for the Prosecu¬

tion, Under the Baling of the Coart.

Instructions Submitted to the Court by
the Prosecution and the Defence on

the Points to Charge the Jury.

Tweed To Be Brought Into Court
To-Day.

The Indicted Assistant Aldermen, Isaac
Robinson and Edward Oostello.They

Are Charged with Bribery.

Held^to Await Trial in $5,000
Bonds Each.

A Herald Reporter Interviews Robinson,
* Who Gives a History of the Case-

Other Developments Pending.

REGISTRATION PROSECUTION

The Case of Francis P. Healejr, Charged
with False Registration.He is Con¬

fined in Ludlow Street Jail
Pending His Examination.

MORE MANDAMUSES.

A Writ Granted Against the Board of Andit
and Apportionment Directing the Board

to Pass Upon the Claims of the Officers
of the Court of Oyer and Terminer.

Another Chapter in the Lord Gor¬
don-Erie Swindle.

He Operates on a Large Scale in
EdinburghUnder the Title

of Lord Glencairn.

INTERESTING- TESTIMONY.

Business in the Other Courts.Abandonment of
the Alleged Whiskey Frauds Prosecu¬

tion.Naturalization.Decisions, &c.

There was a very numerous body of spectators In
the Court of Oyer and Terminer yesterday morning
long before the usual hour for resuming the pro¬
ceedings in the case of The People vs. Mayor Hall.
The unexpected close of tne case on the previous
day In consequence of the consultation held be¬
tween counsel on either side, and the public
curiosity excited to ascertain in what it was to re¬
sult, considerably increased the Interest felt in the
case and the developments that were expectcd to
ensue. It seemed to be the general impression that

a plea or guilty in the count charging neglect to
audit would be offered and accepted. In this, how¬
ever, the assemblage was disappointed, for as soon
ps Judge Brady had taken his seat on the benoh.¦

Mayor Ilall and counsel on either side being all In
their places.the case, without the cxpccted re.
cults from the previous day's consultation, was at
fence proceeded with. Mr. Hall himself was the
first to address the Court. He stated that It was
bis own and counsel's opinion that there was
nothing in the testimony for the prosecution which
the law does not reject as absolutely tainted or
tbat called for an answer by way of evidence for
the defence, and that he was willing to submit the
case to the jury on the prosecution's evidence
under charge of the Court.
Ex-Boss Tweed will be brought up to day before

Judge Brady in the Court of Oyer and Terminer,
and an early day fixed upon for his trial.
In the case of the indicted Assistant Aldermen,

the accused, Isaac Hobinson and Edward Costello,
were yesterday brought before Judge Brady, In the
Court of Oyer and Terminer, in custody of Sheriff
Brennan. They are charged with corrnpt prac¬
tices in connection with the New Haven Railroad
Company in lending their aid to defeat an ordi¬
nance of the city government, as members of said
Board of Aldermen, in favor of the railroad com¬
pany. Judge Brady In response to one of the
accused stated that the indictment charged them
with a very serious offence. The Court fixed the
ball In $&,ooo each, which the accused gave in open
court, to await trial. The proceedings and the rev¬
elations in the case, which arc of great public In
tcrest and likely to lead to further developments'
will be louud hilly reported below.
Judge Leonard yesterday, In Supreme Conrt,

Chambers, granted a writ of mandamus to compel
the Board of Audit and Apportionment to audit the
claims for allowance of the attendants of the Conrt
of Oyer and Terminer.
Testimony was taken before Judge Fancher, of

the Supreme Court, yesterday, bene esse, in a case
In which a Mr. Smith, of Edinburgh, Scotland, testi¬
fied that the Lord Cordon who a short time ago
figured so prominently In our courts, In connection
with his alleged swindling of Erie stock from Jay
Gould, had swindled himself and other Edinburgh
merohants of large sums under the title of Lord
Olencalrn.
The case of Francis P. nealey, charged with false

registration, was again no yesterday, before Com¬
missioner Davenport, and was adjourned till this
morning. Healey lies in Ludlow Street Jail, in de¬
fault of $5,000 ball.
The prosecution in the alleged Whiskey Ring

frauds, in which Lewis Samuels and others are de¬
fendants, and wnlch has been pendlug before
United States Commissioner Shields for some time
past, was yesterday abandoned and the parties dis¬
charged. The United States District Attorney ad¬
mitted that there was no case against them.

MAYOR HALL.
fifth Day of the Trial.The Proceedings

Yesterday.
The Court opened punctually at eleven o'clock ;

all the counsel employed on each side were In at¬
tendance, and Mayor Hall occupied his usual place.
Nearly one hour was occupied in private consulta¬
tion between counsel on each side and with fre¬
quent conferences with Judge Brady bf the respec.
live counsel.
About twelve o'clock Judge Brady drew his chair

cenfSM? to the bench, arranged himself to tako
notes, and said, "Gentlemen, are you ready to
goon*"

MAYOR BALL'S ADDRESS TO Till COURT.
Mayor Hall then rose and said:.
If the Court please. xiucc the adjournment ycsUrJsy I

hare been advised by my rounnel aod otl»r legal frlfikU-
and in the phraso "irienda" lhe former are particularly
Included.that, with the exception of the documentary
evidence in tliu cane, upon which argument one way or
the other neceuarily weight without any other evidence,
there has been no testimony which the law doe* not ab-
solnioly rejcct ai tainted, and. therefore, there Uaotliin?
in this ease which calls for an answer by way of evidence.

I therefore state that, waving the defendant's rli;ht of
being heard, cither by himselfor counsel, I am willing

to Mifiinil thlii case upon the ovidcncc for toe prosecutionunder the charge by the Court to (he jury.
TUB l'KOSKOUTION NOT WILLING.

Mr. Peckham.80 Iter as we are concerned we do
not feel willing to submit the cmo without address¬
ing tlie jury. We purpose to address the Jury; you
cau do as you please.

TAB CASH rOR TUB ORFKNCS.
Hr. Buckley then addressed the Court for tlic de¬

fence, and said that he proposed to submit to the
Court certain prayers, to be delivered to His Honor
In the progress of this case. He might content
himself by simpl/ submitting them, but he deemed
it appropriate to accompany the presentation by
somo remarks, founded on the law of the case, hav¬
ing no relation whatever to the facts except so far
as reference to them might ho necessary to apply
and enforce the propositions that he Intended to
submit. Before he should do this, however, he
would rerer to an indictment, which wus a
record of the Court.an indictment against

WILLIAM M. TWEED.
Mr. Peckham said he would interpose a prelimi¬

nary objection.
The Court ruled that it was necossary to pnt the

document in evidence If Mr. Buckley Intended to

After a short argument, in the course or which
Mr. Buckley Bald thit all he sought to show was
that an allegation In the Tweed Indictment, if true

waTBnothtpt,.iUeth»ll^ation 'n thc Hal1 Indictment

Court" document was handed to the

that all that was evidence was
an indictment in that court. An ex¬

ception was taken and allowed.
Mr r,

RR«iUK»TS TO CHARGS.
Mr. Buckley then read the following reatiests to

charge, on behalf of the defendant
q

«
There can bo do conviction under anv of ih«

SfJS?" c&a'-Rin* an offcnce at common Inw because there
!?,.n^KComilotout evidence of any wiliul or tn.^lulent

^ <totenri£Ba7HalT °f "Dy dUtT lm,,osed by Uw u',on
Second.That none of the acts of the defendant set i.n in^ offenw at comiroa w|

TAUT Of Til* DUTT OF A MAYOR

antnst a' city."W UU(llt "ccounto. demands or claims
t0 0,0 c0"n,» framed under the

aiiit^io w;vora" uocoirnta of
1 or,<lonce "^toct to

or either of them."""' D.®».
conviction can h« had anon either of the

founded upon the statute, unless there in evidence

^^^e jary itom which they* would be »uthS?brcd to
S.IIL I1.

the action of the defendant (Hall) coiuimcLpiI
with the audit of the accounts above iSfcrr'd to

TTnrlA*. WiTH A" KVI1' 'NTKNT.

cast. referred to^counsel cite .£_0Ver'l,B .» the law in the

yond a^aso'Sa lie d;ruh?VU".l<"B1 1ls actionTsh<mn,Pb£
i%?-« ?jjjonablc uoubt, to have been wiliul or corruot

V.r this request counsel referred to I'coDle vs Nor
ton. 7 Barbour. «77; Kendall vs Stokes. S llow M nl
l"tU8-i*{ aw; B74Ck«"'NCoW|(;n' »78;7Ilowa United Stales,

%on' sections 308, 206, &«, '^;Ro4oe's Criminal

pajlo* 89°' ' Jolln3on il Impeachment, volume 2,

ssafe'jfc&s. a%sfam
I n'ff tUcJury must discard allovidcnce respect-
!2 .1 -T« I conversations of thc doteuduni not dl-

/toVwrh? r« l«Wn.V|S acta cUarned it» the indictment,
rr. irli.7 r? ,s fvidence connecting the defendant
Holi with any Unuiulciit making up of such account* or

or "fithany or elfhof oftK arrM«eSen®5
nUHn JV.V ®*istod between the witnesses Oarvev
Davidson and Keyscr, and either of UnTco-deftndanU *'

m v
OK WATSON OR WOODWARD.

'

%*../£ .No such wilftol or Corrupt intent is established
Te!!?ArPnv /ho ni°ri '??a"?Lil,rerrlb'e tharofrom.
Tenth.By thc re olulfon there was in law no delegation

which he would receive for the purpose of cnablintr him

tn
°r auc*i{ ci*Ama which might be presented

7vlw/>18 * member of the Board ofAudiTlor action.
.J requiring evidence that bills bad been
acted upon and approved by the Board of Supervisors

" certificates of Its president and clerk the

or.^liorBt^iUr!,t Production of proof which, in theex-
J .

their discretion, they-liad a riirht to consider

fnl? i and unless the defendant (Hall), In receiv¬
ing bUeli proof and acting upon tho same as aforesaid

ano tnat such bills had not been so approved he had a

SKAC-SSI. 5""" 10 *.- .SSKSi^Xf
ar

ovi"i,u"{,o""v|1!ulne^v which
ore to be judged those acts ot the defendant which are

ffiaft1' I0.*4 >HS 6,uch a»«*i»<od and wore
nxeii at the time such acts were done, and therefore no

evidence cau be considered by the jury of other acti or

| anj declaration ot defendant done or made subsequent to
the consummation of defendant's acts as a member of the

| te&.S^c»tdlSCOnUe0twIw,t,, S&
I Fourteenth-There Is no allegation In the Indlctmont or

1
A*r consriBAor or co.nckrt or action

bet ween the defendant and tils associate* in the Commis-
f .' ?. therefore the jury cannot consider any
}. .?li to the eject that the dclendunt is reMionsibic

or0"8i acts "I such associates, should the jury
therejs any evidence of any such wrongful acti

J.
innocence and doing right are to be nre-

^?.')n.1"r1ha,f 5'!e defendant wto wi" a public
?iS^I1L» 1 1 0 duties, and that, therefore. It is
the first duty ol the pro.-ecutiou to overthrow such ur#»-

si^ption beyond all reasonable doubt p
burden of establishinff knowlcdcre in tho

Ma;»or ol the traudulent and Dctltious cnaracter of thc
ts is upon the people, and unless thejury are satis-

r."^' w
lLe jury ft'om th® whole case find, as a

or UIse cbaractc/of thu
1

THKT MUST ACQUIT.
E,gh,eenth-lt tho jury, upon Uiu whole evidence, enter-

reached the ^^yor lor his consideration and action a« n

tlonedCby°rhe BoanTof 8u^rv1»rsiasUr'>0rtCl' "
. . .

valid coc.itt claims
and to hare been audited as valid county claims bv the

niTHHfu department; the defendant had evidence that
Hi! « . f.iW0»8_f0unty liabilities incurred prior to the

J *ct *nd to havobcen found due. and
,

tendant In good faith and without evil intent
«.?n? cadence and acted on it without evil in-
tent It is the duty ot the Jury to acquit.

~T^*1 U tl,e Jury helleve from the testimony
of «ar\ey, or Irom any part thereof, that he is guiltv «?f
him, then he'liUinda' ""y acto' his aa by

, ,
LEOALLT IMPRACRKD,

;eTectod^he|SryUBy0r .y "*rt thcreof aboal<1

^

1 ,njr, tc,« conversation or declaratlou
of the defendant in reference to the alleged present of
silver or to the warrant for tho work of the witness (Jar
vey <>n the Reservoir In l«71, Is irrelevant, and must t£
di<reirarded and discarded by the Jurv.

I Ttrenly-tcroivl.That, In considering the guilt or inno.
I' jhe defendant upon any of tne charges contained

( '[. thfr indlctment, the jury must exclude from their con
slderation nil evidence relatlvo to the warrant for work'

! done on the Reservoir in 1871, and the conversaUon rela*
Carvey.

M,d ye,r tegUfle<l to by ,h«

Tven ty-thiVff.Tha t there cannot be conviction under
any 01 the Statutory Courts because special provision
has been made by the law creating thc office of Mavor
!Sr.Ki(\Pun^whinentofcach and every official delinquency
?h. ^ii I0' hy impeachment and that the charges in
the indictmcnt are proper subjects for impeachment.
. .

BrCILKY'8 CLOSING ADDRESS.
Mr. Buckley then addressed the Conrt on these

requests to charge. He read the thirty-elghth sec-
tlon of the statute published in the Hkrald jester-
day. making a wllfttl neglect of dnty In a public of¬
ficer a misdemeanor, and stated that the penalty
on conviction was a line and Imprisonment, or
either, in the discretion of the Court. After refer-
1? i counts of the indictment lie

called the attention of the Court to thc fact, that
prior to the passing of the board of Audit bill the
Comptroller had absolute control over city claims
The countv claims were under the control of the
Board of Supervisors, and that Board had for man v
jears been iree, by special legislation
from the conseqnences of any conrt action
beln* brought against them. The charges against
the defendant included oonnty claims on whut the
Board ol Supervisors had proved and audited ; aud
it was important In this connection to remember
that a large number of claims were outstanding
before tbe bill appointing the Board of Audit be-
came a law. All the checks signed by Mr. Ilall bore
the signature of the proper officers of this Board
!h at,mltte(l 1" the opening by Mr. Peckham
that the prosecution did not suppose or believe
that one dollar of this money had ever stained

brf C?n\,2f ^ »a». Ae pro"cutlon
a«»ir.n i Judgment sustained the alle-

i gation that Mr. UaiT knew anything of the

Bnckfevnh»r« ra?teir of thu',e warrants. Mr.
Buckley here quoted a number of legal author-

i ^8stl?5t'rt cX^rctt'rnor the lntemion that
cnminal Uw^?h2 ?k® clted from BUhop s

wis thc cTPInrV nf ^ct th,at thc criminal mind
could not ?n »

crlme' wlth<>ut which It

u..d fViiKi, Wxt'c,V1,SZZ' is
action by a marine for illegal dotentllm and nun
Ishmcnt by a commanding offlccr in wW< h Pth?«
principle was maintained, and in 'w dch a defln
t on of -wiliul" is cited from an English case that

on In £rsUCrrarV° ' he porson s^onvlc-
tion. in 23 New Hampshire this nrecmo nninf

ia an indictment against fhe OverS?e?s
because thWewf^no evn8 arrcH,eJ 111 case,
A S5? .fur2SSi!Sn»WS 'i',S
tho law provided that the oml-e of ccrra n raii
road commissioners, if they wllfuUv uc Jlcctefi to
perform their duties, their Se ffiite

fsk.iso'Sitfi«
slca act. In the last case it was a refusal to ad
minister an ojlth, a mere ministerial act. a Himl"ar
action would have been a refusal by the Mavor to

sign these certificates; not for any reason, but for
his mere pleasure.

*

Counsel, in closing, said that that would be the
lust opportunity for his addressing the Court In
this case, and he wnni<i aav t few words as to thc

facto. The result of this trial waa of the greatest
importance, uot only to those who held high olOce,
like that which the defendant held, t»ut also to those
who were in a kind of quasi-public office, whore
they were In trust of large sums of money.
It was very Important that this class
of citizens should know what the consequences of
an error of judgment might be. So loug as we
were constituted as we are, human nature would
necessarily be fallible, and errors would i>e com¬
mitted that might be disastrous to humanity. An
Illustration of this was round in the case of Schuy¬
ler and the New Haven railroad irauds; and also
In the celebrated case in the mother country (Eng¬
land), where Watson, a director of the Junk of
England, was impUcatud in the fraudulent Issue of
Exchequer bonds, which was alterwards discov¬
ered to be a mist tken confidence in the probity of
his nephew.At the close or this address the Court took a re¬
cess for thirty minutes.

Till PROSKCUTION'S INSTRUCTION TO CHARGE.
Mr. Pockham, arter the recess, rising, said

I will submit in the flmt place, following th« example
of the counsel Tor the deteuaant, requonts on the port of
the prosecution to the Court to charge in this case.
Firti.We request Your Honor to charge that if the Jurybelieve from the evidenco that the defendant was Mayer

ot tho city or New York in April 1870, and thereafter, nnd
that ho accepted the office or chargo committed to hint
with the Comptroller and then i'residont of tin* Hoard

or Supervisors, that then the defendant waa bound to givehia personal attention to the duties thermit', and could not
delegate them cither to tho County Auditor or auy other
person.
Stroud.That the function* Imposed by section 4 of tho

tax levy of 1870wero judicial in their character; that to
perform them all the persons named must have met;
that if the defendant wilfully neglected so to meet and
audit the liabilities against the county embraced Iu the
Indictment the offence charged would be complete.Third That the auditing under the act required a per¬
sonal examination of the amounts or claims presetttod.and required the personal judgment of the defendant
upon evidenoe presented the auditors, and if the de¬
fendant wtllulty ucglected to give such personal atten¬
tion and to torm Mich persona! Judgment, It was a neglect
of official duty aud he must tin convicted.
Fou /th That delegating such examination to another

and acting oil hia report that he had uuditcd the claim
at a certain sum was not a performance of the duty im¬
posed by the staiu:e, and that the certifying of claims,
in order that they might be paid on sucli a report and
without other examination or investigation would be a
neglect of duty.

That to authorize a conviction on the first three
counts on »nv Keeper, tlarey or Davidson Item it is not
aeoeasary Ulat tire pro .ecutioii should show the deieudaiit
to have acted corruptly, or to have known that either or
both ot his co-auditor* were acting corruptly. It is
sufficient if the prosecution show a wilful neglect to per¬
form the duties required by the act.
Sixth.That if the defendant intentionally neglected

to perform the duties imposed by tlie act with retcrence
to the items charged in tlie indictment, lie must be con
victed, notwithstanding he acted in the belief that ho
could delegate to others tho duties imposed on him by
the act; that Ignorance ol' the law is not excuse.
Sermth That If the jury believe from tho evidence that

the defendant certified to the claims mentioned in tho
indictment without having honestly made up his mind
that they were Just and honest claims, and with a belief
thut such claims were unjust, extravagant, false aud
fictitious, so that by means of such certificate tho claims
were paid, that then the defendant may be convicted
on tho fourth count ou each item as to which tho jury be¬
lieve from tho evidence tho defendant so acted.
Kiqhlh.lt the defendant certified that the bills were

audited, aud the bills were paid by means of such certifi¬
cate, when, in fact, they were false and fradulent and
had not been audited, this would bo tucb misconduct in
office as to constitute an Indictable otfenue at common
law.

CONCURRBNCR AND COUBTK8Y ALL BOUND.
Mr. Pecktiam, concluding, said:.Now, Your

Honor, I think I have gone over ail the authorities
aud cited all the legal opinions that, tn my Judg¬
ment and to the extent of my reading and expe¬
rience, are necessary to sustain the prosecution on
the lour counts or the Indlctmont relied upon for a
verdict in the case. 1 beg to say here that I en¬
tirely concur with Mr. Iiuckley, counsel on the other
Hide, who addressed the Court rrom their view of
tho cose, with regard to the effect this case and Its
determination will have on the public mind and
the eil'ect it will nave on the defendant himself.
Mr. Stoughtou.Does my learned brother say so ?
Mr. Pecknam.I do say so.
Mr. StougUton.You have changed your views

somewhat, then, since your opening.
Mr. Pockham. I hope I expressed great satisfac¬

tion in my opening, ho far as I could possibly make
my view of the case satisfactory to the gentlemen
for the defence. «
Mr. Stoughton.I appreciate tlie courteous con¬

ducting of the case on tho part of the prosecution.
Mr. Peckham.-Then we are all agreed in being

exceedingly courteous on both sides. (Laughtor.)
I will, however, call the attention of the Court to

this phase of the indictment.Ahat it charges a
trivial offence, as it were, a charge of official neglect
of certain duties, lint at the same time the
statute attaches great Importance to the
proper fulfilment of these duties. It Is In
this case of the highest Importance, in ar¬
riving at a decision aud construction or the statute,
that the Court should let the public know, and let
all know and understand not only the requirements
that are made by the statute, but what official
duties and responsibilities are imposed upon those
accepting office. It is important to know whether
men, without committing an offence, acceptofficial duties and then take it on themselves to
neglect to perform those duties. This la, perhaps,
the ouly great, Important point In this case. It Is
Important because it necessarily involves the ques¬
tion whether the public are to be protected by tho
enforcement of those duties on the part of those
who contract to perlorm them, or whether the pub¬
lic have no protection, and that the man whom
they may elect to office for the faithful discharge of
those duties can delegate them to others wholly
without responsibility to the public.
Mr. Stoughton.I believe Mr. Tremaln Intends

to sum up lor tho prosecution.
Mr. Peckham.Yes; I don't think our duty would

be discharged otherwise.
The Court then udjourncd till this morning.

THE CASE OF BOSS TWEED.

He Will Be Brought Into Court To-Day
and Required to Prepare for a Speedy
Trial.
In anticipation of the Immediate termination of

the trial or Mayor Hall, the District Attorney and
his associates representing the State Attorney
General have determined to bring Tweed Into
Court to-day, and then to fix with Judge Brauy
upon an early day for his trial In the Court or Oyer
and Terminer. The prosecution are alive to the
necessity of pntting the ex-Boss on trial, as the
public sentiment Is not satisfied with the effort to
make a sacrifice of Mayor Hull for misfeasance in
office, while the principal alleged actor In the stu¬
pendous frauds against the city government goes
unwhlpt of justice.

THE INDICTED ASSISTANT ALDER¬
MEN.

Isaac Robinson and Edward Costello In¬
dicted for Bilbery.They are Balled In
.3,000 Each to Appear fbr Trial.Spicy
Developments.
Immediately alter a recess of thirty minutes bad

been ordered by the Court In Mayor Hall's trial, at
one o'clock, Sheriff Brennan Introduced to Judge
Brady, in the Court of Oyer and Terminer, Assistant
Aldermen Isaac Robinson and Edward Costello,
who were in custody of the Sheriff on an Indict¬
ment found by the Grand Jury on the previous day
for bribery.

history or Tins CASK.
It seems that there was an ordinance pending be¬

fore the Board of Assistant Aldermen to prohibit the
running of freight oars in the day time over Fourth
avenue, the Bowery and Centre street below
Twenty-seventh street, and that the defendants
went to the President of the New Haven Railroad
Company and demaaded from him, as a considera¬
tion for defeating the ordinance, the sum of $7,600.
Judge Brady took the Indictments from Mr.

Sparks, Clerk of the Court, and glanced over them.
Mr. Robinson.I should like to know on what

charge I have been arrested?
Judge Brady.It is for bribery, and a very se¬

rious offence.
Mr. Robinson.I should like to have a copy of the

indictment and the names or the witnesses.
District Attorney Garvin.I will give the defend¬

ant a copy of the indictment anu also the names of
the witnesses.
Mr. Robinson.1 want to know what amount of

bail will be taken?
Judge Brady fixed the ball at $6,000 for each de¬

fendant.
ltoth defendants left the Court In custody, and

subsequently gave ball, William Colligan and Ber¬
nard Costello becoming their sureties in $6,000
each.

INTERVIEW WITH B0BINS0V.
After bail had been given Mr. Robinson gave the

following particulars concerning his indictment:.
During the month of March last Mr. Edward Van Ranat

came to Assistant Alderman Costello nnd myself and
1 mated that Mr. .lames H. Hoyt, Superintendent of the
, New Haven Railroad, sent us his compliments and would
; like to have an interview. Taking no heed of the invlta-

j tlon, I allowed several days to clap*, when a messenger
1 from Mr. Hoyt waited upon as and asked ns to come up

to Korty-second street depot In accordance with bis
wishes we went up there and caw Mr. Hoyt Ue told us
that he

WASTED US TO DMEAT THE RESOMTION

SrohlblUng the running of the freight cars of the New
laven Railroad during daytime through Centre street, tho
Bowery and Kouith avenue. He gave as hi i rea on.1 for
a-king this that the New Haven Railroad wag a demo¬
cratic railroad company; that Mr. Bishop, President
of the road, was a democratic membor of Congress; that
he was always at Albany attending to affairs of the rail¬
road during the session oi the Legislature ; that he wu

A FIRST It ATE FELLOW ;knew well how to do business with members of legisla¬
tive bodies, and always took plenty of moneywith him. Mr. Hoyt concluded by saving that
he wished particularly that wo should' see Mr.
Bishop, to which I replied that If ho wanted to
sec us wc could alwars be found at the City Hall.
In reply to this he eald Mr. HWhop's t!n\e was so veryvainabli tfiat he could not say II' I10 woul 1 ne able to sot
down town to the Aldermanlc rooms To oblige hint I
conn-.ntcd to meet him, but no time was fixed lor an In-

i terview. Shortly at'icr this we r«c«it«J the following
letter from Mr. Hoyt:.
Mr. Robinson then gave the reporter the follow¬

ing letter to copv
LETTER FROM 8CPKRJNTENDENT IIOYT.

Oe.vkral Hcfkrint* ndknt's Orrics, )New Yore and New Havkn Railroad Cobpawt, /

New Yore. March 20, 1S71 )
Messrs. Isaac Bosihsoi* awl F.ijward Costki.lo:.
usKtLKSwt.I wrok to Mr. Bishop relative to <W

yon as early as rowible. an.l n it later ttian ThursdayA. M. lie arrived in the city Monday night on Bostontrain and left yesterday morning tor Albany. I did not
see liiin, but h got my loiter and telegraphed roe this
morning that he will rco you at his office to-morrow(Thursday) morning, at teu o'clock. Vouri, Ac.Jas! H. HOTT.

I went to see Mr. Biohop at the time appointed, and thesubject of tho resolution b<<iore the Roard of AssistantAldermen waa dl-cusscd, but I loft without making anyprontiso as to bowl would vote; when tho remjlntion
came up Mr. Costello and myself voted against its adop¬tion; tfie Indictment does not say that I received oneceut; I look upon the whole affair as

A MALICIOUS rLOT.devised for political purposes, as 1 am at the present mo¬ment a rundl'tate for Alderman; the alleged black mail¬ing mentioned in the indictment took place last March,and Is now brought up last before election time to hurt
my chances; all that I nave told you will bo confirmedby Mr. Costello; what I have now stated Is the truth, audnothing but the truth.
No day bus a* ret been fixed for the trial of the

accused, but it will, 110 doubt, be brought on with-
out delay.

CHARGE OF FALSE REGISTRATION.
The Caae of Franc Ia P. Hcaly.He la Con¬

fined In laudlow Street Jail.
In the case of the United States vs. Francis P.

Healy the further hearing of the case of the de¬
fendant, who Is charged with having falsely regis¬
tered hia name as a voter at 268 Molt street, waa
resumed yesterday before Commissioner Daren-
port.
General Davles aad Mr. De Kay appeared for tho

prosecution, and Mr. liealy, who is a lawyer, de¬
fended himself.
Mr. Do Kay asked Mr. Healy tf his witnesses were

in attendanoe.
Mr. Mealy.No; they hare been served Irregu¬

larly, aud 1 suppose they have taken advantage
of it.
Commissioner Davenport.Are you ready to go

on f
Mr. Healy.No; I understand my witnesses are

not present. They have boon served irregularly;
but whether regularly or irregularly, I must invoke
the aid of the Court in enforcing their attendance.
Mr. De Kay.How do you mean served irregu¬

larly f
Mr. Healy.The summonses were given to sec¬

ond parties to serve them on the persons to whom
they were addressed.
Mr. do Kay.The summonses were given to Mr.

Dowlcy, an efflolent marshal, to serve for the de¬
fendant. I gave him the names and told him to be
particularly careful to serve the papers on the par¬
ties. There can be no mistake ; I have seen no re¬
turn to the summonses. I want to finish this case
this morning.
Mr. Healy.Let the person who served the sum-

monsos come here, and I will interrogate him. I
have no doubt the Marshal has done nls duty, but
I want to see how it Is.
Mr. De Kay.Did you ask to have a Mrs. Woods

summoned r
Mr. Healy.Tes.
E. 0. Abbott, a Deputy Marshal, here stated, in

reply to a question from the Court, that he waa
with Mr. Dowley when the latter was serving the
summonses In question. Mr. Abbott said he recol¬
lected some of the names of the persons who were
summoned as witnesses. Some or the persons
whose names were on the back of the original sum¬
monses were personally served, and where the par¬
ties could not be served personally the summonses
were given to parties who knew them for the pur¬
pose of effecting the service.
General Davies.Have yon no one who can serve

subpa;nas for you?
Mr. Healy.1 do not want to assume the responsi¬

bility of it.
John E. Dowley, Deputy Marshal, stated that he

had personally served summonses on two witnesses
for the defendant, Anno McGill and Thomas Ryan,
and three witnesses, named Woods, tiritlln aud
Harrington, had been served by leaving the sum¬
monses at their residence.
Mr. Healy said the point he wished to sustain de¬

pended on tho testimony of these witnesses and he
must have them in attendance. He did not want
to let the case go by default, and if there had been
Ulcheit on the part of the Marshal in serving the
papers-
General Davles.There is no laches on the part of

the Marshal.
Mr. Healy.I can prove my residence there If I

have those witnesses. Some of those witnesses do
not like to take an oath, thinking it would prevent
them from gaining salvation it thoy were other¬
wise lit for it. I would like to have this examina¬
tion before the election.
After some further discussion in reference to the

non-attendance of the witnesses for the defence,
the District Attorney, at the request of the de¬
fendant, said he would issue new summonses for
the witnesses who had not been personally served
and attachments agalnBt those who had been per¬
sonally summoned.
The defendant observed that, confined as he was

In Ludlow Street -tail under $6,000, ho could not go
around to serve those papers.
The case was on the point of being adjourned,

when
Thomas Ryan, one of the witnesses for the de¬

fence, made his appearance. Heing sworn he testi¬
fied tnat he was in the liquor business at 268 Mott
street ; hus known the defeudant, Francis P. Healy,
about eighteen months; during fifteen months of
that time have known him to reside at 258 Mott
street, In the same building in which witness' store
Is situated ; Healy lived there with the old lady,
Mrs. McKenna ; he lived there on Saturday last, at
the time of his arrest.

In cross-examination General Davles put a ques¬
tion as to whether or not tho defendant paid rent
at 258 Mott street. Defendant objected to this,
and said it made no matter whether he paid rent
or not, so long as he resided at the place. The
Commissioner allowed the question and the de¬
fendant excepted. The witness replied that de¬
fendant paid a Uttle once in a while to the old
woman, Mrs. McKenna.one or two dollars a
week. He paid whenever he was able.
Mrs. McGill was next called for the defence. At

first ihe declined to be sworn, stating that she did
not like to take an oath. She said she would tell
the truth, but could not take the oath. The Com¬
missioner proceeded to administer the oath, ana,
having pronounced all the woras of it, he told the
witness to "kiss the book." She said she "would
not kiss the book."
Mr. Healy.Mrs. McGill, where do vou reside t
General Davies.One moment; the witness Is

not sworn.
The Commissioner.She cannot be examined

until she is sworn.
Finally the witness klBsed the book, and testified

that she frequently visited the house of Mrs.
McKenna, who was her stepmother; has known
Francis P. Healy for about fifteen months ; during
that time he had stopped with Mrs. McKenna at
268 Mott street; witness lived at 200 Mott street.
The case was then adjourned until this morning,

for the purpose of securing the attendance of the
remaining witness for defence, the Commissioner
Intimating that he understood the government
would have one or two witnesses in rebuttal.

MANDAMUS AGAINST THE BOARD
OF AUDIT AND APPORTIONMENT.

| The Salaries and Allowance of Officers
and Attendants In the Court of Oyer
and Terminer to he Paid.
Some time since application was made to Judge

Leonard, of the Supreme Court, for a mandamus
against the Board of Audit and Apportionment to
audit and allow tbe claims of attendants at the
Court of Oyer and Terminer, said attendants being
appointees of the Sheriff. There were some ninety
claimants, and their claims run back into 1871. Tbe
matter was argued at great length, Mr. Charles W.
Brooke appealing on behalf or the claimants and
Mr. Strahan In opposition. Judge Leonard yester¬
day rendered his decision in the case granting tbe
application. Tbe following is the

OPINION OP JUDGE LEONARD.
It appears without dispute that this claim was audited

and allowed by the Board of Supervisor* before the crea¬
tion of the Board of Apportionment and Audit. The
audit and allowance of the claim by the Supervisors was
in the nature of a judicial act, and that Board could
neither rescind nor review the judgment which they ren¬
dered. allowing the demand of the relator. Thu has
been so held In reported cases by the Supreme Court. No
authority has been given to the Board of Apportionment
and Audit to entertain any such jurisdiction as a review
or rescission of the action of the Supervisors. It U the
duty oi the Board of Apportionment and Audit to receive
the action of the Supervisors in the matter as conclusive,and to audit and allow the demand at the sum so allowed
by the Supervisors. The writ of mandamus is granted,with coats.

_____

THE LORD GORDON CASE.
A Fresh Chapter la the Swindling Ope¬
rations of the So-Called Lord Gordon,
of Greelejr-Gonld notoriety.
In the multiplicity of constantly recurring excit¬

ing events, tbe case of the pseudo Lord Cordon has
been almost forgotten. While other events have,
however, thrust him thus from the public memory,
the records of his doings, or rather doing Jay
Could, Horace Oreeley and others, as carefully
chronicled in tbe dsily papers at the time, have
found tbelr way into the columns of foreign papers.
Mr. Thomas Smith, one of the firm of MarshaU k
Sons, jewellers, 78 George street, Edinburgh, read
one of these accounts. He at once made
up his mind from the circumstances of the
case that this Lord Cordon, who, according to tho
published accounts, bad played the rOle of swindler
here with such success, was nono other tban a
swindler who had cbeated them and other trades¬
men "in Edinburgh town" out of their goods under
the aristocratic name of

LORD GLKNCAIRN.
He wrote to Messrs. Compton and Boot, Oould's,

attorneys, in regard to the matter, and after/rome
correspondence obtained and sent to them a ulio-

tograph of i<ord Qlencalm. Tbta likeness of their
Lord Glencairn proved to be a perfect picture or
our Lord Gordon. Upon tlila fact developing
itself Messrs. Compton and Root at once
sent a caidq telegram as King Mr. Smith
to come Uere and give Uia testimony as
to the antecoUcnt career of Lord Glcncalrn In .

Great Britain, lie responded at once, and came
over in the steamship Batavia on her last trip. Upon
hia arrival Mr. Smith set himself diligently at work
to discover the whereabouts of Gordon-Giencalrn.
but without any succeas. Messrs. Gould's counsel
were quite as anxious to flud Gordon as Mr. Smith,and witn this view deferred tho examination of the
latter until yesterday, when he was taken before
Judge Fanchcr, of the Supreme Court, and exam¬
ined d° bene ease. There were present at the ex¬
amination ex-Judge Fullerton and Kllhu Boot, of
this city, and General Go11la, of Philadelphia. The
testimony of Mr. Smith was as follows:.

MU. SMITH 'H TESTIMONY.
I..S.' 7"Pn,w*s the person eallln r himself Lord fileurairnintroduced to you r A. During tho year l%tf; a clergy¬man named Simpson introduced him to our firm i>v this
5**£i this Clergyman lived In Olenisla, Forfarshire,Scotland. and represented Lord Glencairn to to a land-8"®*?? great wealth, who wanted something In our

.«!!*!' )i2 ia'd that Lord Gloucairu had beenhunting near hi* (Mr. Simpson's) place,
i encalrn open an account with yout A.

1|,0 J"' and that the account ran upnnns^J.^ hundred pounds sterling; in making Illspurchases ho evinced great
. . , PAHTIMOUSNMS Of TASTK
5 ®' selected, trequently making It necessaryJ®* ,

foreman take
_
his orders directly ; he repre¬sented to th»jflrm_tliat he was possessed ol immense

. iii.fi hi. If .
Scotland, but In Kngiand and Ireland

Sin K : ! 'n, Scotland, he said, wore in Ayr-fri^f H|**® in England in Northamptonshire, but tho
2r In Ireland he (witness) had forgotten; he

i l iV^ d Patterson, of 57 Lincoln's Inn,bis Srtlefiof and attended to his business;subsequently Lord Glencairn, as it turned out, sought tomake purchases of a Mr. Keller, a diamond dealer in Lon¬don, and referred to our firm as one with whom he had
for niany years; Mr. Keller wrote to us tomake inquiries in tho matter; this excited thesuspicious of tho tirra, as instead ol havingbeen dealing for years he had only been dealing lormonths; after receiving tills letter I went by the nexttrain to London, called at Mr. Patterson's ehambers anddesired to see Lord Olencalrn; the statement was thatHis Lordship was not in ; tho floor was strewn with game,however, which Uis Lordship had .shot, and whilo we

were talking
LORD OLKNOAIRN'S TICRB

Eassed In ; I saw on a table a hat I knew belonged to nil
orlslilp I took a >e:it and expressed my determination

to Lord Glencairn before he left.
Q. Well, did you see him ? A. Mr. Patterson went upstairs and very shortly I was Invited Into an elegantlyfurnished room, designated as Ilis Lordship's reception

room ; Ills Lordship was sitting at a writlug table ; ho re¬
ceived me very graciously ana referred me at once to Mr.
Patterson; the latter represented his client as

WORTH ON* UUNDRKD THOUSAND DOLLARS,and recommended me not to displease him, as otherwise
I would lose a good customer; finally Patterson said such

articles as were on hand Lord Glencairn would return
and give a check for the balahce, but If he (witness)would accept It he would guarantee payment or the lull
amount by the 25th of March, 1870.

Did you accept the proposition f A. Yes, but the
promised payment was not made; soon after a clerk of
Mr. Patterson came to our place in Edinburgh, sayingthat ho had been sent to inquire if Lord Glencairn had
been there ; this clerk said that Lord Olencairn had lett
London, saying that he was going to Scotland for a few
days, but had not returned ; 1 went to Loudou, and louud
Mr. Patterson perfectly frantic.
Q. What made him frantic? A. He aaid that Lord

Glencairn had
GOT INTO II IM TO TOT BXTKVT Or riv* THOUSAND POUNDS.
and that out of this sum he obtained £«00 on I v the previous
day Patterson said that Lord Glencairn had ruined him
and at the same time offered to roturn some of the goodswhich Lord Glencairn had presentod to his (Mr. Patter¬
son's) family, if he would bo released from hisguarantco;this was accepted, leaving a balance of £131 still duo on
the account
y Did Lord Glencairn swindle other parties t A.

Plenty of them.
Q. Of what amount do you suppose ? A. Of £10,000 at

least.that is to say, In Kdinburgu and London ; he refer¬
red to the Duke ol Hamilton and Marquis of Hastings
as being nearly allied to him.
Q. Were Inquiries ever made of these parties regardinghiiu T A. Yes, and they both pronounced him

an impostor;
Lord Glencalrn's "tiger" wore a cockade, whioh Indi¬
cated that his employer was in tho government service;he told witness that his mother was a very gay woman,but a more worthy man than his father nover lived; he
never heard him say that his father was a duke ; he never
heard him brenthe the name Gordon, and he never heard
the names Count, Dr. Crous or Barou Thurl mentioned
until he saw them in the testimony published in tho pro¬
ceedings in tlm city; in 1868 Lord Glencairn
was known in Scotland ns Herbert Hamilton;
since his flight from London In March. 1870, or
as far as can b<? ascertained, Lord Glencairn has never
showed himself again either in England, Scotland or Ire¬
land ; he left at Mr. Patterson's chambers a tin box with
the name "Bight Honorable H. Glencairn" on it; in it
was a full Highland drcoa, which he (witness) took to
Edinburgh and delivered over to the makers, who had
never been paid for it; he brought the slippers with him.
(The slippers were produced, and a very elaborate pair
they were, the material being patent leather, highly orua-
mcnted and having massive silver buckles.) He
did not know where Lord Glencairn Is now ; Lord Glen¬
cairn boasted of his having an elegant Durdan vase with
the

LIKKKESS or TFT* FIRST NAFOLKON'S NOTJ1KB
on It; he said that the present Napoleon heard of Hand
sent to him to see It; that he sent it to the Frcnch Court
by a special commiuloner, with the instruction that he
was not to let it out of his presence, and that the Ein-
poror offered £10,000 sterling for it. which he refused ; he
otlerod to loan it to their firm to place on exhibition ; on
another occasion Lord Glencairn asked him how old his
son was, and, having been answered "Twenty years,"
said, "1 well remember when I wan that age : my father
called mo into the breakfast room and said, 'Herbert, my
son, you have reached the brightest period of hie ; youknow how bright your prospects are; aeny yourself noth¬
ing that your tansy or desires crave, but never do any¬
thing you would 6e ashamed to have me know;' this
would be my advice to your son."
The witness produced a number of letters re¬

ceived by his firm and others, signod Glencairn,
which he swore were In Gleneairn's handwriting.

A large number of letters, written by Lord Gordon
to Jay Gould, was shown to the witness and sworn
by him to be aluo in Lord Gleneairn's handwriting.
It was evident that the Glencairn and Gordon let¬
ters were in the same handwriting. Witness pro¬
duced a photograph of Lord Glencairn which he
bad obtained in England. It was immediately
recognized by all present as the picture of Gordon.
There were several residents of this city present
who had known Mr. Smith in Scotland, and spoke
of him as a person of the highest respectability.
The examination will be resumed at ten o'clock

this morning.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS' COURT.
The Alleged WliUkejr Ring Frauds-
Abandonment of the Prosecution and
Discharge of the Accused.

Before Commissioner Shields.
The United States vs. Lewis Samuels and

Others..The defendant has been charged, on the
complaint of one Stranss, with having conspired
with others to defrand the government ont of the
duty on ten barrels of whiskey manufactured in
1806, at a distillery in Eighth street, In this city.
The case has been several times called up for hear¬
ing and adjourned. Yesterday, however, tbe pros¬
ecution abandoned it.
Mr. Plerrepont, Mr. Rollins and Mr. Harland ap¬

peared as counsel for the defence, and Mr. De Kay
and ex-Recorder Smith for tbe government. Mr.
Smith said in thiB case he was counsel for the com¬
plainant (Strauss). He brought Strauss to the
District Attorney's office, and there Strauss mad o a
complaint against the defendant, charging him
with the offence mentioned In the affidavit. After
the complaint was made and the warrant was
issued his attention was called to certain matters
In the case which at flrat had escapcd his notice
Upon Investigation he was satisfied that the gov¬
ernment could not sustain the charge that had
been made. Having been Instrumental In having
the charge preferred he deemed it his duty to state
the fact to the Court, and be did so as a matter of
justice to the defendants. He now left the matter
with the government.Mr. De Kay.I am directed by the District Attor¬
ney to Btate that he has loosed into the case and
coincides with Mr. Smith. I, therefore, ask a dis¬
missal of the case.
The case was dismissed accordingly.

NATURALIZAT'ON IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS.
From the 9th of September to the 26th Inst. 315

persons have been naturalized as citizens In the
united States Courts of this city.

%

SUPREME COURT.CHAMPERS.
Decisions.

By Judge Barrett.
Thomas Hope vs. Charles E. Lawrence et al..

Case and amendments settled.
Albert S. Gallup et al, vs. Samuel M. Lederer..

Same.
By Judge Ingraham.

Davis et al. vs. Stlsby, Jr., et aL.Motion granted.
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.SPECIAL TERM.

Dlelslons.
By Judge Robinson.

Luft vs. Graham et at..Motion to set aside de¬
fault denied, with $10 costs.
Connolly vs. Read..Motion to set aside esse for

defendant's examination on supplementary pro¬
ceeding granted, with $10, to be set up against
judgment.
Ernst vs. Ten Eyck..Order of arrest denied.
Corbett vs. llausman..Warrant under non-im¬

prisonment act denied.

JEFFERSON MARKET POLICE COURT,
Robbery in a Jewelry Store.Large
Draft on n Gentleman's Wardrobe.
Pochetbooh Snatching.
Henry Marshall and James Williams were brought

up chargcd with stealing a quantity of jewelry
from the store of Richard Ellas, 011 Broadway. The
evidence showed that the prisoners entered the
place together on Monday evening, and Marshall
was observed to take a number of shirt studs from
a tray on the counter and put them In his pocket.
When charged with the offencc he hastily threw
them on the floor. An officer was sent for and
they were taken to the station house. The property
was valued at $61. They were held to await the
action ol the Grand Jury.
Alexander White and Joseph Townsend, two

negro boys, wero charged with stealing clothing
to the amount of $241 from the wardrobe of Peter
Hewitt in a boarding honse on West Fourteenth
street. It was shown that White, who was em¬
ployed In the house, was In the hautt or taking the
clothing and carrying it te pawn shops, In company
with Townsend. They were committed in default
of ball.
John Clark attempted to snatch a/oockctbook

from the hands of Alice nurfce, on the street
but failed, and was c:i5>tured by a iKJlioemtn and
taken to the station iioiwj. lie who cojimiMcd .cm
trial.

BROOKLYN COURTS.
CITY C0U3T.3EHE3AL TfRM.

Tlie (Ioiuaa>Earlt Breach of ProtuIm
C«m.

Before Ju^ea Thompson and McCoe.
Last October KoxceHena lioman, a lady about

thirty years of age, sued Alexander Earle tor
$20,000 damages for an alioge t brcacn of promise,
and got a verdict or $15,000. Mr. Earle, who is
commonly known in Brooklyn aa "the mau that
looka like Beecher" (and he certainly bears a strik¬
ing facial resemblance to that eminont divine), la a
prominent member or the church, and the case ex¬
cited great public Interest at the time or the trial.
The allegation was that he proposed to Miss Ho-
man, was accepted, and then transferred his direc¬
tions to another lady whom he mairted.

llr. Karle appealed to the general term or theCitjr
Court lor a new trial, and t ho case was argue®
yesterday. Ills counsel asked lor a reversal of the
Judgment and a new trial, ou the grounds that tho
verdict was unwarranted by the plalntiiTs own
evidence, that it was Irreconcilable with a number
of wholly undisputed facts, and that it was con¬
trary to' the clear weight and preponderance of
the evidence. Counsel hclu that judge Noilson
(who presided at the trial) erred In deotlnlng to
grant a non-suit at the close ol the case lor pialn-
titr. For the purposes of a motion for a non-suit
the racts adduced by the plalntltr were admitted to
De true, and It was purely a question or law fsr tae
Court to decide, and not a question of fact for the
Jury whether or not the existence of a contract t*
marry had been proven, and whether plaintiff had
been justified in drawiug the inference she ha<l
drawn, lie held there was no express promise oa
either side.
Couusel for Miss noman said there was no date

alleged as to the making or the contract, and the
jury was at liberty to luicr when it was made, fie
asserted that the verdict was not excessive, ror
Miss Iloman had a right to expcct that her statloa
In lire was to be very much raised ; that sHe would
not be compelled to workdailv for a mere pittance,and that she was to be placed entirely above
want during life. Buch men as Mr. Earle were not
plenty, and it might so happen that she would
never again have such an advantageous oppor¬tunity. Counsel held that a marriage contract did
exist.
The question in this case Is whether a promise ot

marriage can be implied irom the circumstance*.
Decision r^s&rved.

COURT CF SESSIONS.
Trial of th« "diiver Gang. '

Before Judge Moore and Associates.
Michael O'Brien and Thomas Brown, two of tba

gang of alleged burglars known as tho "Silver
dang," were acquitted of the charge of having
broken into and robbed Mr. Graves' residence. No.
ITS Washington street. Yesterday O'Brien and
Peter Weir, another member of tills gang, were
tried for robbing the house of Edward Emmersen,
In Second place. The chief testimony against;
them, us in the other case, was that of the in-
formor, Higirlns, and that of Captain Perry, who
recovered the stolen property. Counsellor Greata.
for the defence, appealed to the jury not to convict
the prisoners on the testimony of a self-confessed
thief liko Iiigglns, who had ill-reeling against them.
The Jury, however, did convict tnom, and they

were remanded for sentence.
Discharged,

Michael Kelly, Michael Hunnan, Ellen Pryer, Ma&»
garet sterling and Uonora Gbegan, who were
charged with receiving property stolen by the Sil¬
ver Gang, were discharged, the Court having no
jurisdiction. The alleged oiTeuces were committed
In New York.
Michael Doll, Indicted on the charge of setting

Are to the premises 85 Bushwick avenue ia August
last, was acquitted.

BROOKLYN COURT CALENDAR.
City Court Nos. 312, 300, 85, 241, 303, 255, 331»

330, 523, 74, 91, 174, 181, 330, 340, 341, 342, 343, 345, 349,
347, 348, 319, 350, 351, 352, 354, 355, 356, 367.

MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS.

The Public Baths.
Commissioner Van Nort, of the Department ot

Public Works, reports that the number of bathert
at the two public baths from October 1 to October
13 was 0,961, of whom 2,124 were females. The
batlm were closcd for the season ou the lith Inst.,
having been open since Jnne 17.119 days.during
which time they were visited by 531,140 bathers, of
whom 118,tit were females. The largest number of
bathers on any one day during the season wab
10,071, on Thursday, Ancms t 12. The cost or main¬
taining and repairing the baths for the year 1S7S
will be $11,358 47 ; the city, therefore, pays less than
two cents for every bather.

Hacks and Cart Licenses.
By direction of the Mayor Marshal Hart has ex¬

tended the time for renewing the licenses of hacks,
carts, express wagons and coalmen to October 31.
This action is taken on account of the prevalence of
lilppozyino3ls.

Those Unfortunate Paintings.
The Sheriff's employes seem to entertain a

special spite against the unfortunate celebrities
whose features have been perpetuated on canvas
in the Governor's Room of the City Hall. When¬
ever a judgment Is rendered against the city for an
amount that these paintings will cover Deputy
Stevens or some of his equally valiant associates
hies to the second story and seizes them in an exe¬
cution. A great many times has this indignity
been offer in the past and the Comptroller has
been compelled to rescue them from public sale.
On Monday Joel Stevens again seized them, this
time on a Judgment securer! against the city by
Edward Boyle for salary as a city officer. A keeper
was put In charge, and yesterday Comptroller
Green took the preliminary steps to satisfy the
Judgment and relieve the paintings from the
clutches of the Sheriff. I r. is to be hoped that the
Comptroller will in the future satisfy Judgments aa
soon as fonnd and spare the "feelings1' of those
gentlemen whose features adorn the walls of the
Governor's Koom.

Contracts Par Public Works.
Commissioner Van Nort, of the Department ot

Public Works, reports that the following additional
awards of contracts for public works have been
made, proposals for which were opened on the 23d
and 24th inst.
Building sewers in Eleventh avenue, between Fifty-
sccoud and Klity-fourth street*, to M. 11. Urons-
mever ....... $2,951Building sewer in Fifty-fifth street, between avenue
A and First avenue, to M. H. Urossineycr 3,437Regulating, grading, Ac., 127th street, from Sixth to
Eighth avenue, to John B. Xlchol 78M

Regulating, grading, Ac., 128th street, from Sixth to
Eighth avenue, to John B. Nlcbol 7,641

Payments by Comptroller.
Comptroller Green yesterday made the following

payments:.
Department of Police.For pay of the force and
expenses of department for October $230,001Laborers.Repairing cobble and stone block pave¬
ments to October 15 12,(B4Laborers.8mall p<i>es to October 15 S.3HLaborers.Laying 36 inch Oroton mains, Mott and
Canal streets, to October 15 6,477
The balance of rolls of small pipe men will be

paid to-morrow to Kingsbridge.

THE MTMIVAL GAME.

The Baltimores Defeat the Mutual*.
¦core 4 to 1.

The Baltimore and Mntnal Clubs played another
of their championship games yesterday afternoon,
on the Union Grounds, Williamsburg. The attend-
ance was small, owing probably to the fact that the
means of reaching the place of playing were verj
limited, most of the horse cars having been with*
drawn because of the "epizootic." The game was
qnite pleasant to look upon, but long before it was
called, rumors were indulged in that It would not
be decided npon the merits of the players, and
these rumors seemed to assume some tangible
shape when the Baltimores sold In the first pools
two to one over the New York boys. Snch odds
were not at all warranted, but when $25 to "any¬
thing jon could get" was offered in the same way,
it was a little astonishing to the simple-minded.
There are many things peculiar in the base ball
world to a man with his eyes wide open, and yes¬
terday's contest was jnst one of these peculiar
things. The following is a summary of the game *.

RALTIMORK. BUTPAL.
Fhyr*. R.IB.P.A. PUytrt, S.IB.P.A.

Huntings, S 1 1 8 0 Eggler.c.f.. 1 1 1 (1
Pike. 2d b 1 1 1 2 Hatfield* 2d b 0 13 0
Radcllff, 3d b 0 9 2 2 Start, l»lb.. 9 0 8 II
< arv s. s 9 1 2 4 Bccbtel, r. f 9 9 1 (1
Fisher, r. f 9 19 9 Hicks, c 9 15 1
Mills, 1st b 9 9 8 9 {"eirce, s. s.. ...... 9 9 1 4
Hall, c f. 9 119 McMullen, 1. f..... 9 0 6 (»
Matthews, p j 9 0 1 Cummlngs, p 0 9 0 tt
Yorke, If... 1 9 5 9 Boyd, 3fb 0 0 S a

Totals *4 *5 27 1 Totals "I 1 27 »
vnm

Hub*. 1* 2<J. 3>f. 4th. UK Gth. 7lh.9th.9llL
Baltimore 99999319 9-4
Mutual 10009090 9-1
Runs earned.Mutunls, 1 ; Baltimores, 9.
Umpire.Swaudeil, Kckiord .lub.
Time of Game.Ouo hour and thirty minutes.

National Game Motes*
To-day. on the Union grounds, the Baltimores and

Mutuals play the last of their championship games.
Who will be the favorites r Oo Thursday th* Baltt-
mores will play AUanUot on the CapU<HUMgrounds.


